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of the Maritime Canal Company, and secured a 'waiver of the forfeiture 
of the concession, pending arbitration. Then Nicaragua cancelled the 
Grace-Eyre-Cragin Syndicate's engagement A long struggle followed, in 
Congress and elsewhere, between the rival interests of Nicaragua and 
Panama, with the result that in June, 1902, Panama won. See Keasbey's 
Nicaragua Canal and the Monroe Doctrine (Putnams) *, and Johnson's Four 
Centuries of the Panama Canal (Holt) ; also voluminous Congressional and 
other Government reports. — Editor.] 
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A LYRIC PLEA 

Last week — how time crawls ! it seems like ages 

Since I was (waiting for your pregnant pages) 

Amazed to find in Boston's Evening Transcript — 

'Twas Saturday's — that your publisher had tipped 

Off that avid owl's prognostication 

As to how runs the pulse behind the nation. 

Sunday limped on; and Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday; 

Thursday's no more ; now, Friday's setting sun 

Tells me that I must put my griefs away, 

If on the morrow I expect to don 

The armor of Rightonwardness, and press 

Toward my hunger's goal — no, not suceess, 

As that be — housed, warmed, fed, clothed. I f Oh, well, 

After a fashion; that is, Fve survived: 

Good mother had: nursed — loved — and cast a spell 

Over my spirit, that is not outlived. 

But now I'm conscious of a certain power 

That calls for strong meat — to sustain high quest. 

The hunger-pains are sharper hour to hour — 

As time approaches for The Monthly Feast. 

These be the days — no, not " that try men's souls," 

There's no elastic left in that starched phrase — 

When men must be alert to what controls 

The throttle of the push and pull, that plays 

Upon the engine of the multitude: 

For evil ends — when not to everlasting good ! 

The World is very sick ! but everywhere 

Contagion sweeps, the Mighty Ones are there, 

Slashing the thongs that bind Man from His Own. 

But, what of Liberty on her offenseless throne ? 

See! the deft spiders spin th' transparent tissue, 

And wrap it round her, and declare: and issue 

Waits on their skill! Use words bled white and dying I 

While all about America is crying: 

Turn, turn, People! sleep no more! rise up! 

And take deep draughts from the great Fathers' cup 

That brims with wine of Hope's emancipation. 

And, as it lives, see to it, that your nation 

No more shall rest on frail prosperity 

Afforded by Affliction's Progeny I 
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He waits to serve, who lives not by excuse: 
One great American — Charles Evans Hughes. 
Yes, Sir, I've paid your fee; and small enough 
The price you asked for the full-headed cones 
That come — or heretofore came — filled with stuff 
That puts the iron in blood, and strength on bones. 
Send me, Editor, I beseech you, 
Th' October North American Review 

Albert Evans. 
Boston, Mass, 



BRANDEIS THE UNFIT 

Sir, — The twelve charges brought against Mr. Brandeis, and fully estab- 
lished after conscientious and entirely non-partisan investigation by the 
most eminent lawyers at the American Bar, should have disqualified that 
gentleman for a moment's consideration as a candidate for the Supreme 
Court Bench. 

Yet Mr. Wilson, with what amounted to a fairly passionate insistence, 
pressed him for that high place where, if anywhere in the country's service, 
Caesar's wife standards should be applied with a rigor that knows no 
shading or compromise. 

Yet Mr. Wilson's astonishing log-rolling campaign for this man's con- 
firmation by the Senate finally won, and if he is not an unfit person for 
such a distinction, then we may as well hereafter abandon all, inquiry by 
the Senate into a nominee's fitness, and accept the Presidential selection as 
per se binding. 

From your masterly study of the Wilson administration in the last num- 
ber of the Review I select this particular point on which to base my 
hearty expression of approval of the entire article, because from the time 
the Brandeis misfortune was inflicted upon us, it has perhaps, more than 
any other of Mr. Wilson's disastrous mistakes, irritated me as a lawyer 
privileged to practice before the United States Supreme Court — a privilege 
in which heretofore I have felt some degree of pride, but which now moves 
me to distinctly less enthusiasm. 

E. R. P. 

Buffalo, N. Y. 

Sir, — The twelve reasons given by the highest legal personal authority 
in the country why Mr. Brandeis should not be made a Supreme Court 
Justice are in themselves, as you present the entire Brandeis case in your 
October comment in The North American Review, twelve good and suffi- 
cient reasons, even if there were no others, why Woodrow Wilson should 
not again be elected to the Presidency of the United States. 

What personal reasons Mr. Wilson may have had for nrging this dis- 
qualified person's appointment, and for his insistent demand for confirma- 
tion by the Senate, we are not permitted to know. Yet that there should 
have been a personal bond of sympathy between the two is in a measure un- 
derstandable. Both, by their "own records, exhibit a fondness for being on 
both sides of all controversies and issues that come within their purview 



